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RELEASE BY DON DUNSTAN. 29.4.70. 
The L.C.L. Government has now presented to the House 
of Assembly for ratifying^, an Agreement signed by the Premier. 
This Agreement is in flat defiance of a majority vote of the 
House last year when it was made clear that the majority of 
Members could not agree to such an Agreement. This Agreement 
not only provides for building the Dartmouth Dam, but does 
something else which is quite unnecessary and which was not 
sought by the other States. It provides that the existing legal 
Agreement, for the building of the Chowilla Dam in the future, be 
cancelled. 
No other State either publicly or privately has sought 
that this be a condition of their agreeing to the building of 
Dartmouth. No State has sought a veto-right over any decision 
by the River Murray Commission on the Chowilla Agreement. More- ' 
over, no other State has sought to put into the River Murray 
Waters Agreement a provision for works at Lake Victoria to cost, 
it now seems, $8M., which would be flooded if Chowilla were built. 
This portion of the new Agreement was inserted at the behest of 
the South Australian Government and will effectively end the 
opportunities of our ever getting the Chowilla Dam. 
The Premier has said that the Lake Victoria works, 
which the other States would have to agree to flood in order to 
build Chowilla, will not be taken into account by them when any 
decision about the future of Chowilla is later made. He argues 
that this would be because the States would have saved interest 
money by not building Chowilla. This is foolish reckoning. 
There is no provision whatever in the Agreement that the other 
States will not take into account the millions they mil have spent 
at Lake Victoria, when they come to decide whether Chowilla is an 
economic proposition for them. 
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The Government is asking Tis to agree tb two things. 
They'ask- for Dartmouth now; ana Chowilla never: The Chowilla 
never provision has not been sbught by the other parties to the 
Agreement. It has merely been conceded by the South Australian 
Government without any fight whatsoever. This is a position which 
the Labor Party cannot accepti The Government now seeks to 
counter our position by stating that it has received an opinion 
from an adviser to the Solicitor-General that the existing River 
Murray Waters Agreement, providing for the building of Chowilla 
in express terms, gives us no legal rights. That is untrue. 
The Agreement was examined by the Crown Law Office at the time that 
it was made, and the Government and Parliament was advised that it 
was a binding and enforceable Agreement. This Agreement has not 
as yet been changed. It can only be changed by all parties 
agreeing to change it, and we have not done so. 
In the House of Assembly in 1967, the present Attorney-
General pointed out in express terms that the existing Agreement 
was a valid, legal and binding one. That position has been 
reinforced by unanimous votes of the House. On one occasion, on a 
motion by the Attorney-General himself as the Law Officer of the 
Crown, the House reiterated that South Australia had a legal right 
to the building of Chowilla. Now the Attorney-General, on behalf 
of his Government, wants to tell us what his Government has said 
and voted for was all rubbish. Clearly the Government has done 
this simply as political manoeuvring. 
Then of course there is the Premier's recent ploy of 
seeking a further Agreement from the other States. They have been 
asked to agree to have an uncommitted look at further storages on 
the River Murray including the Chowilla site. But the fact is, 
the Premier has admitted that he told the other States (quite 
correctly) that this Agreement wouldn't bind them to anything. 
Any further look at the Chowilla site in such circumstances is to 
bind no Government to anything but studies. South Australia's 
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position would remain unchanged; There wotild be studies; but no 
special benefits would accrue to South Australia fbr Chowilla: 
The other States would in fact require that before they agreed to 
Chowilla, the main benefits from any storage must go to themi 
We would thus be in a far worse position than if we 
retained the provisions in the present Agreement, which the other 
States have not asked us to give up* 
The Government is trying td bulldoze the Parliament and 
the people of this State to say any Agreement is better than none 
at all. Any Agreement is not better than none in this case, any 
more than it was for the Filll aircraft contract; 
We need to make a contract for storages on the River 
Murray, but a contract which safeguards South Australia's rights. 
The Labor Party will vote for the building of the 
Dartmouth Dam. It will not vote for provisions which ensure 
that the Chowilla Dam will never be built. 
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